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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments, filed 01/1 8/2008, with respect to the rejection(s) of 
claim(s) 4-7, 12, 16-21 under Yokoi have been fully considered and are persuasive. 
Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a 
new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of US 6,331 ,972 to Harris. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 4-6, 12, 19, and 20-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by US 6,331,972 to Harris et al. (Harris). 

Examiner's Note: Harris discloses a peer-to-peer system that can be established 
between wireless-enabled nodes, such as PDA's, cell phones, and personal computers. 
By definition, each node of a peer-to-peer network can act as both a client and a server 
(host). A connection is established when two nodes come within close enough proximity 
to establish a connection. The devices then query each other to determine if they are 
compatible. If compatibility is established, software designed to control one of the nodes 
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is automatically downloaded to the other node, and loaded to allow the user a service 
field to control the other node. The nodes can include multimedia, audio, etc. 
Re Claims 4 and 12, 

Harris discloses a multimedia method for use with a screen-based host system 
(Col. 6 Lines 11-54, Harris discloses a peer-to-peer system, which by definition means 
that each node, which can be a PDA, cell phone, PC, etc, and hence-screen based, 
functions as both a client and server or host at the same time, without the need for a 
central server.) provided with information processing and I/O facilities (Fig. 2 shows 
exemplary hardware included in a peer device, which includes processor 40 and 
optional I/O devices 46), and for interacting with an item, the method comprising: 
receiving identity information from the item at the host (Fig. 6, block 82 shows that the 
two peer to peer devices evaluate their needs vs. capabilities. Figs. 8 and 9 give 
examples of needs and capabilities that each device can have, which include 
information that identify the device.) in response to proximity conditions between the 
host and the item (Col. 6 Lines 31-35), presenting to a user an associated service field 
at the host in response to the identity information (Col. 12 Lines 62-67 and Col. 13 Lines 
1-5, if the two devices are in range of each other and their capabilities and needs are 
compatible, a program is transferred from one device to the other and a user interface is 
automatically loaded to allow the user of one device to access the other device), and 
transmitting information from the host to the item, for storage at the item (Figs. 8-9 show 
examples of data items that one device needs to transfer from the other device. Each 
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device has memory 42 as shown in Fig. 2, which must at least temporarily store data 
received from the other device). 
Re Claim 5, 

Harris discloses enabling the user to activate information processing operations 

at the host related to the associated service field (Col. 13 Lines 1-8, the user at one 
peer device can control the other peer device using the user interface that has been 
loaded). 
Re Claim 6, 

Harris discloses a multimedia method for use with a screen-based host system 
(Col. 6 Lines 11-54, Harris discloses a peer-to-peer system, which by definition means 
that each node, which can be a PDA, cell phone, PC, etc, and hence-screen based, 
functions as both a client and server or host at the same time, without the need for a 
central server.) provided with information processing and I/O facilities (Fig. 2 shows 
exemplary hardware included in a peer device, which includes processor 40 and 
optional I/O devices 46), and for interacting with an item, the method comprising: 
receiving identity information from the item at the host (Fig. 6, block 82 shows that the 
two peer to peer devices evaluate their needs vs. capabilities. Figs. 8 and 9 give 
examples of needs and capabilities that each device can have, which include 
information that identify the device.) in response to proximity conditions between the 
host and the item (Col. 6 Lines 31-35), selecting an application program based on the 
identity information, the application program including one of an information processing 
program and an entertainment program (Col. 12 Lines 62-67 and Col. 13 Lines 1-5, if 
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the two devices are in range of each other and their capabilities and needs are 
compatible, a program is transferred from one device to the other and a user interface is 
automatically loaded to allow the user of one device to access the other device, hence 
the program is an information processing program), executing the application program 
at the host system, and transmitting information from the application program to the 
item, for storage at the item (Figs. 8-9 show examples of data items that one device 
needs to transfer from the other device. Each device has memory 42 as shown in Fig. 2, 
which must at least temporarily store data received from the other device) 
Re Claim 19, 

Harris discloses that the peer devices compare the needs of one device with the 
capabilities of the other (Fig. 6, blocks 82 and 84). Figs 8-9 show that the needs of one 
device can be audio and/or video capability from the other device. 
Re Claim 20, 

Figs. 8-9 show that one device can need personal information, such as the 
owner's name, security settings, or a financial transaction, from the other device. 
Re Claim 21, 

Harris discloses the information that is transmitted to the item including a state of 
the application program (Blocks 110 and 112 of Fig. 10 disclose uploading the 
application program to one of the peer devices, and then executing it once it has 
uploaded. The peer receiving the upload must inherently know whether the upload is 
completed and the program is ready to launch, which is a state of the application 
program. ). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary sl^ill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 7 and 17-18 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as anticipated by or, in 
the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Harris. 

Re Claims 7 and 17, 

Harris discloses the same invention, substantially as claimed, but lacks explicitly 
disclosing that the application program is configured to produce an iconized 
representation of the item at the host system in response to the identity information. 
However, in Col. 12 Lines 62-67 and Col. 13 Lines 1-5, Harris discloses that one of the 
peer devices loads an application program from the other, and then presents the user's 
device with a user interface based on the program. Harris further discloses that the peer 
device that the user can be utilizing can be a PDA, cell phone, computer, etc (Fig. 3). It 
is notoriously well-known that user program interfaces on PDA's, cell phones, and 
computers can be represented by icons. At the time the invention was made, one of 
ordinary skill in the art would immediately recognize that an icon could be implemented 
on a PDA, cell phone, or personal computer, in order to provide a convenient and 
familiar way for the user to access the user interface program disclosed by Harris. 
Re Claim 18, 
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Harris discloses that the peer devices compare the needs of one device with the 
capabilities of the other (Fig. 6, blocks 82 and 84). Figs 8-9 show that the needs of one 
device can be audio and/or video capability from the other device. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure and is included in the attached Notice of References Cited. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to STEVEN J. HYLINSKI whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1995. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Thurs. 7:00a-5:30p. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hotaling can be reached on 571-272-4437. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/John M Hotaling 11/ /Steven J Hylinski/ 
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